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The begin-
nings of
modern
water

systems*

nished the supply, the citizens carrying from these to their
homes such quantities as they needed. Since the water
was often polluted, epidemics were a frequent result. Not
that the great pestilences which swept the towns every few
years were due to this cause; but the water supply must
at least have been an important agency In the spread of
contagion. London drew its chief supply from the Thames,
and Paris its supply from the Seine. Water was every-
where deemed fit for use if it looked clear. At length, in
the early years of the seventeenth century Paris undertook
to provide a purer source of supply by restoring to use an
old aqueduct which had been constructed in Roman times;
and about the same time London began to bring a part of
its water from New River in Hertfordshire, a distance of
forty miles.1 Other cities, however, were slow to follow
their example, till the application of steam to water-pumping
in the eighteenth century simplified the problem somewhat
and led to greater progress.

It was not until the nineteenth century that the rapid
growth of cities in area and population caused them to take
up their water problems in real earnest. Mechanical im-
provements now made the question of distribution much
easier; wooden mains were replaced by cast-iron conduits;
and advances in sanitary knowledge increased the public
demand for a better supply of water everywhere. The new
systems of London, Paris, Berlin, and Glasgow all date
from about 1850. In the United States the larger mu-
nicipalities had public waterworks before 1800, the public
water supply of Boston beginning as early as 1652; but
these early systems were everywhere inadequate and un~
dependable. The completion of the Croton aqueduct,
forty-one miles in length, marked a new era in municipal
water development, for this great engineering work gave
New York City a supply of nearly one hundred njillion

1 W. J. Fisher, "London Water Supply, Old and New," in Westminster
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